Justices Weigh Bond’s Right to Office 
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The Supreme Court was 
told yesterday that Julian 
Bond, a Negro pacifist and 
civil rights worker, should en- 
joy the same right as a segre- 


gationist to hold elective of- 
fice in Georgia. 

Bond, 26 - year - old former 
SNCC staff worker, twice was 
denied his seat in the State 
House of Representatives for 
statements no more un-Ameri- 


can than the remarks of seg- 
regationist politicians, Bond’s 
lawyers said. 

The Court took under ad- 
visement Bond’s claim that he 
had a duty, as well as a free 
speech right, to state his op- 
position to the Vietnam fight- 
ing. Georgia countered that 
the Legislature has the right 
to judge the qualifications of 
its members. 

Several justices indicated 
that Bond’s utterances, de- 
nounced by Georgia as encou- 
raging violation of law, were 
tame compared to the inflam- 
matory statements in most 
free speech controversies. 

Lurking in the background, 
however, was the question 
whether high court pro- 
nouncements could be made 
effective on a reluctant legis- 
lature. * 

Another uncertain feature 
of the case was the timing of 
the high court’s decision. De- 
lay past Jan. 11 could give the 
newly elected Georgia legisla- 
ture one more chance to seat 
Bond, who quit SNCC during 
the Atlanta riots in August. 
Bond was re-elected Tuesday 
in his Atlanta district by a 
vote of 2136 to 948. 

Questioned by Justice Hugo 


L. Black, Bond’s attorney, 
Leonard B. Boudin, said he 
would defend the office-hold- 
ing right “even if a Governor- 
elect should take a position or 
take actions to deprive people 
of their constitutional rights.” 
Black put similar questions 
to Georgia’s Attorney General, 
Oliver K. Bolton: Suppose a 
House member opposed all 
school desegregation require- 
rements? “He would be sub- 
ject to a challenge,” Bolton 
replied. 

“Nobody has done it,” Black 
said. “No, sir,” said Bolton. 

Bolton said the Legislature 
could reasonably have found 
that Bond was unqualified to 
take his oath of office because 
ihe endorsed a SNCC state- 
ment against the draft and 
said that as a “second-class 
citizen” he had no obligation 
to support the war in Vietnam 
but rather a responsibility to 
oppose what he thought was 
wrong. 

“Is that all?” asked Justices 
Abe Fortas and William J. 
Brennan Jr. Bolton said that 
was about all. 

Questioned closely by Chief 
Justice Earl Warren, Bolton 
agreed that the Legislature 
could not 'bar Bond just be- 
cause of the way he parted 
his hair. 

Would the Court then have 
I power to “nullify the act of 
the Legislature?” Warren 
asked. Bolton said it would, 
adding that the Court had the 
legal power if a person’s con- 
stitutional rights ware violat- 
ed. 

“And if we thought that theli 
Legislature had no right to do I r 
what it did, then we have a 
right to say so,” to nullify the 
act of the legislature?” Bolton 
answered “Yes.” 



